to all crew members on all shifts the
part of the roof control [sic] pertaining
to the allowable spacing of post.

Inspector Kowaleski confirmed that he issued the citation
in question, and he testified that on the day in question he
rode into the working section with the mine superintendent.
After alighting from the mantrip approximately 150 feet
from the working face, he and the superintendent proceeded
to crawl through the low coal to the face.  As they were
proceeding to the face he observed that the posts used to
support the roof were wide, and after taking measurements
he determined that they were spaced on centers ranging from
4 1/2 to seven feet.  Since the roof control plan required
that they be spaced on four-foot centers, he decided to
issued a citation and advised the superintendent accordingly
(Tr. 14-18).

Mr. Kowaleski confirmed that at the time he observed
the wide spacing the crew had advanced beyond that point,
and after the superintendent conceded that the spacing was
wide and led him to believe that it was due to oversights by
the working crew, he (Kowaleski) , advised the superintendent
that "I'll not make it S&S" (Tr. 19).

Mr. Kowaleski testified that based on his observations
of the conditions which he cited he did not believe that
those conditions presented a reasonable likelihood of an
injury (Tr. 19).  He explained further that after pointing
out the wide spacing to superintendent James Bailor, face mining
ceased and Mr. Bailor called in a crew to install the roof supports
on four foot centers (Tr. 20).

In response to further question, Mr. Kowaleski confirmed
that the roof conditions where mining was. taking place
consisted of "pretty good roof" (Tr. 23).  He also confirmed
that abatement was achieved immediately by the next crew installing
the roof supports to the required interval (Tr. 25).

In response to certain bench questions, Mr. Kowaleski
conceded that the approved roof control plan was binding on
the respondent, and that the plan required that the roof
support posts in question be installed on four-foot centers
(Tr. 26) .  He confirmed that the reason he concluded that
the violation was "non-S&S" was the fact that men would not
be working in the area "and no one will go there in the next
five years" (Tr. 27).

Mr. Kowaleski confirmed that approximately 11 posts were
installed wider than the specifications called for by the roof
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